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INDEPENDENT PARTY OF CT- : JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF  
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MOTION TO COMPEL COMPLIANCE WITH JUDGMENT 

 This Court’s judgment was very clear – “the [Secretary of the State] must accept only the 

nominations and endorsements of the Independent Party . . . made pursuant to the 2010 bylaws” 

of the Independent Party.  But the SOTS has failed to comply with that order.  The Independent 

Party’s 2010 bylaws govern nominations by the Independent Party for municipal as well as state 

offices.  The SOTS has accepted endorsement papers from municipal candidates who were not 

endorsed pursuant to the bylaws.  The Court should order SOTS to comply with its judgment. 

 This case arises from a longstanding dispute over leadership in the Independent Party of 

Connecticut—a dispute which has now been decisively resolved.  After a bench trial in October 

2017, this Court entered judgment in favor of Michael Telesca and Rocco Frank, Jr., finding that 

they “are the duly elected officers of the Independent Party” and that the 2010 Independent Party 

bylaws “are the validly adopted and operative bylaws of the Independent Party.”  Indep. Party of 

CT-State Central v. Merrill, Mem. of Decision, at 45 (Doc. No. 155.00).  The Court further 

“declare[d] and order[ed] that the SOTS must accept only the nominations and endorsements of 

the Independent Party . . . made pursuant to the 2010 bylaws . . . .”  Id. at 46. The plaintiffs in 

that case filed an appeal, and the Connecticut Supreme Court affirmed this Court’s judgment.  

Indep. Party of CT-State Cent. v. Merrill, 330 Conn. 681 (2019). 
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 The 2010 bylaws, which pursuant to this Court’s order are the operative bylaws for the 

Independent Party, set out the process for nominating Independent Party candidates for 

municipal office.  In Article 4, “Independent Party District and Town Caucuses for Nominating 

Candidates for Public Office and Electing State Central Committee Members,” the bylaws 

provide that caucuses are to be convened by town or district committees, and  “[c]andidates for 

office . . . will be determined by eligible members of the Independent Party that live in the 

district or town that the candidates represent.  The Independent Party provides local control to its 

members.”  Independent Party of Connecticut Rules and Bylaws Art. 4 § 4 (attached as Exhibit 

A). 

 Despite the explicit language of this Court’s order, the Secretary of the State’s office has 

repeatedly accepted applications for nominating petition forms for municipal races for the 

Independent Party ballot line from groups not affiliated with the Independent Party and from 

candidates who were not endorsed pursuant to its bylaws.  This has taken place in Enfield, East 

Haven, Fairfield, Groton, New Britain, Norwalk, Portland, Rocky Hill, Stamford, Colchester, 

East Haven, Broad Brook and Bristol.  These supposed nominations—most of which are cross-

endorsements of Republican candidates—have been filed without any evidence that they were 

made in compliance with either the 2010 bylaws or this Court’s order – which they were not.  

Thus, the nominations are inconsistent with this Court’s order that SOTS must accept “only the 

nominations and endorsements of the Independent Party . . . made pursuant to the 2010 bylaws.”  

Mem. of Decision at 45 (emphasis added).  In some cases, the outside groups have also filed 

Form 601 (“Application for the Reservation of Party Designation and Formation of Party 

Designation Committee”) claiming the name “Independent Party” on local ballots; but because 
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the Independent Party is already a recognized statewide party, there cannot be new local parties 

created using that name, and so these applications should not be accepted. 

 Further, and separately, it does not appear that the Connecticut election statutes permit 

cross-endorsements in municipal elections.  The provision on cross-endorsements provides that 

“[a] candidate for an office appearing on a ballot for a state election, as defined in section 9-1, 

may appear on the ballot as a candidate for more than one major or minor party . . . .”  Conn. 

Gen. Stat. § 9-373b.  “State election” means “the election held in the state on the first Tuesday 

after the first Monday in November in the even-numbered years in accordance with the 

provisions of the Constitution of Connecticut,” and therefore does not apply to municipal 

elections held in odd-numbered years.  Conn. Gen. Stat. § 9-1 (emphasis added).  Such cross-

endorsements therefore violate the statute, but that is a separate issue from the Secretary of the 

State’s compliance with this Court’s order. 

 Because the deadline to print ballots for the upcoming municipal elections is fast 

approaching, Michael Telesca, as Chairman of the Independent Party, requests that this Court 

order the SOTS to comply with the Court’s 2018 order by rescinding its prior acceptance of any 

and all applications for nominating petitions for the Independent Party ballot line that have been 

filed without evidence that they were made pursuant to the 2010 bylaws, and rejecting any such 

nominating petitions going forward. 
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       THE DEFENDANT 

       MICHAEL TELESCA 

        

    By__/s/William M. Bloss_______________ 

     William M. Bloss 

     Emily B. Rock 

     Koskoff, Koskoff & Bieder, P.C. 

     350 Fairfield Avenue 

     Bridgeport, Connecticut 06604 

     Telephone No.: 203-336-4421 

     Juris No. 32250 
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CERTIFICATION 
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applicable Rules of Practice and/or Procedure on August 28, 2019 on: 

 

 Domenico M. Chieffalo 

 36 Mill Plain Rd- Ste 305 

 Danbury, CT 06811 

 

 Bryan Thomas Cafferelli 

 129 College Place 

 Fairfield, CT 06824 

 

 Matthew Joseph Grimes Jr. 

 11 Orchard Street 

 Brookfield, CT 06804 

 

 Benjamin S. Proto Jr. 

 2885 Main Street 

 Stratford, CT 06614 

Proloy Das, Esq 

MURTHA CULLINA LLP (040248) 

CITYPLACE ONE 

185 ASYLUM STREET 

HARTFORD, CT 061033469 

 

 Hurwitz Sagarin Slossberg & Knuff LLC 

 147 North Broad Street 

 Milford, CT 06460 

 

 Dey Smith Steele LLC 

 9 Depot Street 

 Milford, CT 06460 

 

 Maura Bridget Murphy-Osborne 

 Ag-Special Lit 2nd Fl 

 55 Elm Street 

 PO Box 120 

 Hartford, CT 06141 

  

       __/s/William M. Bloss_________ 

       William M. Bloss 
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